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"Racial  discrimination  in  the  modern 
world  is  plainly  in  retreat,  but  it 
will  mahe  its  last  stand,  v/ithout 
doubt,  in  the  neighborhood." 

Report  of  the  Commission  on  Race 
and  Housing,  1958 


INTRODUCTION 

Since  1961,  Pennsylvania  has  had  one  of  the  strongest 
Fair  Housing  Laws  in  the  nation  which  assures  every  citizen 
of  his  right  to  purchase  the  housing  of  his  choice,  regard- 
less of  race,  creed,  color,  or  national  origin,  providing  he 
is  financially  qualified.!  Yet,  until  January  29,  1968,  over 
half  of  the  housing  units  in  the  State  were  excluded  because 
owner-occupied  dwellings  for  ’sale  were  permitted  to  be  sold 
on  a discriminatory  basis. 

Despite  these  shortcomings,  many  Negroes  in  Pennsylvania 
have  been  able  to  extricate  themselves  from  the  city  ghettos, 
when  they  have  been  fortunate  enough  to  acquire  a decent 
education  and  find  suitable  employment.  Many  have  moved  to 
better  "Negro"  neighborhoods,  some  have  moved  into  interracial 
settings,  and  fewer  still  have  braved  the  odds  and  have  estab- 
lished themselves  in  otherwise  all-white  neighborlioods . 

What  have  been  the  experiences  of  those  who  moved  to  white 
neighborhoods?  Did  each  neighborhood  erupt  into  a cauldron  of 
violence,  hatred,  and  destruction  as  did  Folcroft,  Pennsylva- 
nia, in  1963  and  Kensington  in  1966? 

The  Pennsylvania  Human  Relations  Commission  has  been  aware 
of  most  of  the  "move-ins"  to  all-white  neighborhoods  for  the 
past  few  years,  but  if  its  services  are  not  needed  a subsequent 
follow-up  is  not  made.  Therefore,  no  one  seemed  to  know  what 
the  subsequent  experiences  of  these  pioneers  had  been.  It  was 
felt  that  this  knowledge  could  be  helpful  to  the  Commission  in 
the  development  of  its  programs  and  policies,  in  carrying  out 
its  day  to  day  work  as  well  as  in  providing  information  for 
other  interested  persons  or  groups.  Therefore,  the  present 
study  was  conducted  as  an  internal  device  for  improvement  of 
the  Commission's  program  and  for  the  inform.ation  of  the  citizens 
of  Pennsylvania. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  STUDY 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  document  and  evaluate,  as 
objectively  as  possible,  the  experiences  of  Negro  pioneer 
families  - those  who  have  moved  into  all-white  neighborhoods 

1 Pennsylvania  Humian  Relations  Act;  Act  #222,  October  27,  1955, 
P.L.  744  amended  by  Act  #19,  February  28,  1961,  P.L.  47 


in  suburinin  and  rural  areas  of  Pennsylva.nia,  in  terms  of: 

(a)  the  ease  of  entry,  (B)  iieighborhood  relationships 
(jiccept.an.ce),  (C)  bjisic  attitudes,  jind  (D)  socio-economic 
status.  Each  jirea  in  itself  cou-ld  be  expanded  into  a 
sejDjirate  study,  but  they  have  been  combined  in  this  instance 
for  rejisons  of  exited iency  and  pjirsimonious  util izjit ion  of 
st^lff  till!-:'. 


REtAO'lOW  ^J'O  PRIOR  STUDIES 


Prior  studies  v/ith  a similar  fo,r]aat  have  been  made  in  at 
lejist  three  highly  uifoanized  areji.-- Seattle , Washinvjton-'- ; 
Philadelphia,  Pa.^;  and  Pittsburgli,  Pa.^  Althougli  these  studies 
Vv’'ere  v/el],  preinired  and  v/el  1 executed,  they  may  not  be  represen- 
tative of  true  cross-section  of  Negro  pioneers  by  virtue  of 
the  exclusively  met.ropo]-i  tan , 1 ocale  of  their  sampling  areas. 

Jn  Jell,  instances,  i.t  would  jijrpejir  tha.t  these  studies;  documented 
the  experience  of  the  middle-class,  professionally  stable'  Negro 
family  living  l.n  the  midst  of  metropolitan  j:i.f f luence . It  v.vis 
fel.t  that  a difference  might  exist  betv/een  them  and.  pioneers 
oi  otlier  class  levels  scattered  tlnroughout  Pennsylvania  in 
smaller  c.ities,  tov;ns,  jind  rurjil  Jireas  not  pr inciyuilly  influ- 
enced by  tiio  big-city  atmosplicre . Oiie  of  the  aims  of  tliis  study 
is  to  find  out  v/hether  tlic  basic  attitudes  jund  opinions  of 
these  pioneers  actua,!  ly  v/ere  different,  from  th.ose  of  their  metro- 
p oil  t a n c c 1 u n t e r p j;  r t s . 

It  is  liopod  thji.t  the  results  of  tliis  study  v.xlll  lend  them- 
selves to  ji.  comparison  v/i't.h  the  results  of  the  other  Studies. 
Since  Hein's  Pittsburgli  study  seems  to  be  representative  of  all- 
the  otheirs,  pa.rticular  statisticjil  comiej-irisons  wild,  be  made  to 
it  onl.y. 


1 No.rth\vOod,  L.K.  and  Ernest  .A.T.  Barth,  "Urljan  Desegregation: 

Negi'O  Pioneers  and  I'heir  bliite  Neighbors"  Sejittle:  Univer- 

sity of  V/asliington  Press,  .1  965. 

2 Jayne,  Dorothyx  "First  Families:  A Study  of  20  Pioneer  Negro 
I'amilies  V/ho  Moved  Into  bhite  Keighbo.rhoods  in  Metropolitan 


Ph  i 1 ad  e 1 pli  i . 


Unpubl ished  P 


C c!  .L 


Dissert.Jition . GraduJite 


Dcj-iartment  of  Social  borh  and  Social  P.esea.rch.-  Bryn  Mav/r 
Col. l.ege,  1950:  Summary  Repo.rt  PuIjI ished  by  the  Philadelphiji 
City  Commission  on  Human  RelJitions. 

3 Heim,  Elizabeth.  "A  Study  of  the  Adjustment  Problems  of  Negro 
Ihimilics  v;ho  have  settled  in  v.’hite  neighborhoods  in  the  Pitt.s- 
- burgh  Area,  juid  the  Attitudes  of  their  IThite  Neighbors." 
Tutoriji.1  Study  in  Sociology;  ChathJim  College,  April,  1959. 
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SAMPLE  AND  PRE- INTERVIEW  CONTACTS 


A.  The  Pioneer  Family 

« ■ ■ ' , 

The  samples  involved  in  the  study  consisted  of  Negro  pio- 
neer families  and  their  white  neighbors.  Som^e  of  the  samples 
of  the  pioneer  families  v/ere  chosen  from  those  known  to  the 
Commission  from  prior  contact,  often  at  the  tim.e  of  the  "move- 
in"  of  the  family  to  the  wliite  neighborhood.^  Others  were 
identified  by  tlie  staff  through  their  knowledge  of  the  various 
comraunities  in  their  respective  regions. Assistance  v/as 
sought  by  the  Commission's  Regional  Offices  from  other  sources 
within  the  Negro  comniunity  in  the  identification  of  families 
who  might  meet  the  criteria  of  a pioneer  family. 

Each  prospective  family  v/as  then  sent  a letter  over  the 
signature  of  the  Commission's  Director  requesting  permission 
to  interview  them  for  the  study.  A short  questionnaire  was 
included  v/ith  a self-addressed  stamped  envelope  for  return. 

The  questions  determined  v/hether  the  family  was  in  reality  a 
pioneer  family.  For  those  who  did  not  meet  the  criteria  esta.b- 
lished,  another’  letter  was  sent  to  them  thanking  them  for  their 
offer  of  assistance  and  explaining  why  they  were  excluded  from 
the  study.  Then  the  Regional  Director  or  Housing  Specialist 
for  the  appropriate  region  contacted  the  family  directly  (by 
telephone  whenever  possible)  to  request  confirmation  of  its 
willingness  to  partici.pate  and  to  establish  a conveniei'it  appoint- 
ment timiC  for  the  interview. 


1 Through  its  program  of  tension-control  in  the  State,  the 
Comniission  provides  a community  service  v/hen  it  is  knov/n  that 

a Negro  family  is  moving  into  an  all-v/hite  neighborhood.  Field 
representatives  gather  data  on  a confidential  basis  to  ascer- 
tain if  there  is  likely  to  be  any  danger  of  violence  or  har- 
assment directed  against  the  non-white  family.  If  it  beconies 
apparent  that  there  may  be  tension  in  the  neighborhood  or  com- 
munity, PHRC  staff  engages  in  discussions  with  neighbors, 
police,  and  community  leaders  in  an  attempt  to  heJ.p  eliminate 
the  problem  through  whatever  methods  might  be  appropriate. 

2 PHRC  has  three  Regional  Offices  located  in  Pittsburgh,  Harris- 
burg, and  Philadelphia.  The.  Pittsburgh  region  covers  23  con- 
tiguous v/estern  counties;  Harrisburg  39  central  and  northeas- 
tern counties;  and,  Philadelphia  5 southeastern  counties. 
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B.  The  Vihite  Beialil^oi's 


'J’o  cJ. ira.inEite  incons 5 e tenc-y  in  tlic  selection  of  the  close 
v.'h  i t g;  ri o i gl  )h  o j:  s t o b e .i  ] i t e r v i e\GC:  d , r :i  g i d c r i t e r:  i a we  j:  g:  aiap  1 i e d . 
I'hose  solec:ted  \-ie.TC  3 or  4 nee\rl)y  v/hit.e  nei-ghbo]''s  — - one  on 
eacii  side,  and  one  direct],y  acnross  the  street  v/hen  the  homes 
wezce  in  arca.s  \vitli  str  eets  and  blocliz-s. , or  i.n  devel.oprnents ; in 


o t li  e r f > r ei  a g;  t li  e 


closest  nciqhbo.rs  v/ere  zipproached  for  inter 


vievjs.  Anotli'cr  vd'izi.te  .interviev;  v;as  he.ld  v/itli  someone  vdio 
lived  3 to  4 Idochr;  av.n.y  or,  i.n  ruira],  areas,  someone  li.ving  ]. 
or  2 rnil.es  awaym  In  cascns  v/hezce  no  one  lived  across  the  street, 
another  noiglfpor  on  the  s.ame  side  v/as  chosen  by  the  i.ntervievrer . 
If  £iny  of  the  v.dnite  neigldnors  refused  to  pzirticii-nate  in  the 
study,  no  substii.u.tion  v/as  sought.  Tlie.ref  o.re , the  nurabei'  of 

v/iiite  .i.nterviev.'S  per  pzi.oneer  fa.rni].y  does  vary. 

'Jiie  vfnite  saniple  v/as  visited  v.mthout  prior  notification. 

Tlie  inte.rviev/ers  i.nt.roduced  tlreinselves  only  £is  employees  of 
tire  Bcpjart.ment  of  Lalnor  and  Industry  vino  v/ere  conducting  a sur- 


vey o f 1 ! 0 .1  gl  ■)  b o r li  c < o d j:  e 1 ti  t :i-  o 1 1 s; 


1 


bb.lajObOLO,GY 


Tire  method  used  an  in-deptln  i nterviccv/  xci  Idi  the  Ifegio 

farailjcs  find  v.diite  nei.glilnor s . Ihe  j nterviexvs  v.-ere  as  structured 
fis  iDOss.l.lnle , l)ut  free- flowing  to  the  or  tent  thart  the  interviewer 
determinecl  tine  rel.Gwwrncy  and  coiupletencss  of  the  information 
whi  jh  v.vi:;  ol)taine.'d.  Thi.s  permittGid  t'he  collection  of  pertinent 
rnaj.  j.'at i V 0 material  in  sequential  Oj.'dcr  vzith  the  i ntervievcer 
into3:rui-i f-ing  only  to  cl.a.ri.fy  certai.n  points  or  ashi.ng  fen:  more 
detail.  Some  questions,  v/e.re  an.sv/ez.'ed  in  their  enti.rety  as  a 
I'esul  t of  the  cxpnnjsion  of  aijothei;  question.  In  these  instances, 
the  i ntervievrer  di.d  not  ash  the  second  c[uestion,  but  recorded  . 
it  serja:catG.'l  y . M.any  of  the  questions  v7o:re  f o.rced- clioice  and 
ash.ed  C'f  L>C)th  tire  pioneerc  and  v.liitG;  res2;)Ondents . These,  of 
riec:essi  t.y , \v-rc  ab./ays  a. shed  by  tlie  i.nter  eie\'7er  to  assuire  t.hat 
tire  v;o.rdi.ng  of  the  questions  v/as  ccristant  fo.r  fill  resj^ondents . 

All  i ntej/viev/cn/s  v/e.rc  empde/yees  of  the  PeiTnsylvani.a  Human 
Relaticnis  Commission  a.t  the;  Human  Relations  Representative.  I 
c'.i'id  II  level.s  -r  exeeq/t  that  2 of  the  i.nterviev/s  V7e.re  conductcid 
liy  cc'llcige  students  v/lio  v/ere  Gcmpd.  oyed  for  the  summer  by  the 
Penns.ylvani  a Hiruan  Relati.ons  Commi.ssion . AJ.].  of  the  inteicviev/- 
ers  v/ero  male. 

As  cl  dei-'u.:: ture  from  the  ]?.reviou3  studies  menti.oned  above. 


dr  f f er  eni 


i.nte:cviev7e:r s iute:r:vie\'7::d  the  pni  oneeic  and  v;hit( 


1 The  Pennsylvxini.a  Human  Relations  Commission  is  an  administra- 
tive agency  cnf  the  Devz^firtment  of  Lfbor  and  Indust^'y. 


families,  so  that  Negro  field  representatives  v;ere  responsible 
for  the  pioneer  interviev/s  v/hile  v/hite  field  representatives 
interviev/ed  the  v/hite  neighbors.  It  v/as  felt  that  this  served 
no  purpose  except  for  v/hatever  initial  rapport  v/ould  be  e.chieved 
by  an  interviewer  of  the  same  race.  Also,  it  was  felt  that 
white  interviewees  mi.ght  be  more  reluctant  to  express  their 
attitudes,  if  prejudicial,  to  Negro  field  representatives.  Sam-- 
ples  of  the  interviev/  form.ats  used  can  be  found  in  Appendix  #2. 

Interviews  were  completed  for  36  pioneer  families  and  123 
of  their  v/hite  neighbors.  The  geographic  location  of  the  families 
is  shown  on  a map  of  Pennsylvania  (see  Appendi.x  #1)  . 

THE  SAMPLE 

Sex  of _ Person  Inte r viewed 

There  was  a difference  betv/een  the  sex  of  the  pioneer  and 
the  white  sample  v/ho  v/ere  interviewed.  Men  and  v/omen  were  inter- 
viewed in  almost  the  same  proportion  for  the  pioneers,  but  the 
majority  of  white  neighbors  interviewed  were  women.  This  can 
be  accounted  for  by  the  difference  in  aiethods  used  to  initiate 
interviev/s  for  the  tv/o  groups . Both  the  husband  and  wife  v/ere 
interviewed  in  a majority  of  the  pioneer  sa.mple-. 


TABLE  #1 


SEX  OF  PERSONS  INTERVIEWED 


Pioneers 

tdiites 

Only 

Man 

5 

20 

Only 

Wom.an 

7 

83 

Both 

Man  and 

1 Woman 

24 

20 

Buyer s and  Rente r s 

The  majority  of  both  groups  either  ov/ned  the  homes  in 
which  they  were  living  or  were  in  the  process  of  buying  them. 

A majority  of  the  pioneers  had  either  owned  other  homes  or  had 
been  buying  their  previous  home.  This  v/as  not  true  for  the. 
whites. 


r* 
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TABLE  #2^ 


BUYERS  & RENTOpS 


Pioneers 

Vdiites 

Ov/n  or 

Buying 

Present  Home 

33  (92%) 

106  (86%) 

Pj;esent].y 

1 R n tinq 

3 ( 8%) 

17  (14%) 

TABLE  #3 


PAST  BUYERS  & RENTORS' 


Piorj.ee.rs 

Whites 

Previous 

Buvers 

21  (58%) 

. 48  (39%) 

Previous 

Rentors 

13  (36%) 

63  (51%) 

Neither* 

2 ( 6%)' 

12  ' 8%) 

'•'Inclu.des  those  newly  married  or  who  are  .living  apart 
from  their  family  for  the  first  time  and.  several  v.?ho  have  owned 
their  p.resent  home  for  many  years.. 


Religion 


Thirty-four  of  the  36  pioneers  identified  their  religious 
affiliation  as  Protestairjt-~-the  other  tv/o  were  Catholic.  68  of 
the  v/hites  wa.rG  Protestant,  38  were  Catliolic,  4 Jewish,  and  12 
v/e.re  un a f filiated . 


TABLE  #4 
RELIGION 


Pioneers 

Whites 

Catholics 

2 ( 6%) 

38  (31%) 

Protestant 

34  (94%) 

68  (55%) 

JCV7 

0 

4 ( 3%) 

U naff i 1 i a t e d 

0 

12  (10%) 

1 7\li  tables  reirlect  percentages  based  on 
received . 


the  number  of  responses 
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I..eriqtl'i  o f Residence 


. The  pioneers  as  grouiD  vrere  nev/er  to  th_e  neighborhood 
tlian  their  v/hite  neighbors.  Sixty- three  percent  (63%)  had 
lived  in  the  neighborhood  for  less  than  3 years  corapared  to 
43%  of  the  whites.  Only  6%  had  been  in  the  neighborhood  over 
]0  years,  while  25%  of  their  neighbors  had  been  there  for  at 
least  thfit  long.  This  sliov7s  that  not  all  neighborhoods  re- 
ceiving their  first  Negro  neighbors  v/ere  nev/ly  developed  aresi 
but  tha.t  some  v/ere  already  well  established  neighborhoods.. 


TABLE  #5 


I.ENGTH  OF  RESIDENCE 


, ■ Pion 

eers 

V! 

hites 

Less  Til  an 

1 Yr. 

4 

11% 

17 

14% 

1-2 

Years 

19 

5 2% 

35 

29% 

3-5 

Years 

5 

14% 

18 

15% 

6 - 10' 

Years 

6 

17% 

21 

17% 

More  Than 

10  Years 

2 

6% 

31 

25% 

Unknown 

- 

- 

1 

TOTAL 

36 

100% 

123 

100% 

Reasons  for  Moving  to  ^e  i qhb orh ood 

The  rea.sons  given  by  the  pioneers  for  moving  to  tlie 
neighborhood  were  much  the  same  as  the  reasons  given  by  their 
v/hite  neighbors.  The  przl-ncipal  reasons  included  those  that 
were  related  to  the  physical  attraction  of  tlie  neigliborliood ' s 
surroundings,  the  clioice  of  their  particular  home,  good 
schools,  nearness  to  place  of  eriiployiaent  and  otlier  par  ticu.l  a.r 
inducements.  No  pioneer  said  that  he  had  moved  for  rea.sonG 
of,  or  as  Eiii  experiment  in,  integrated  .living,,  although  one 
white  neighbor  reported  that  he  had  moved  because  there  were 
no  Negroes  in  the  neighlDorliood 
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TABLE  4f6 

CHOICE  OF  NEIGHBORHOOD 


PIONEERS 

VWIITES 

Lilced  House 

15 

44 

Lihed  Area 

12 

24 

C-;ood  Schools 

12 

24 

Iwail  ability  of  Land,  or  Horae  for  Sal.e 

11 

5 

Close  to  Worlr 

6 

24 

Shopping  Arevis  o.r  Churches 

5 

4 

Transportation  Facil ities 

4 

5 

Price 

4 

8 

Rural  or  Subuj.'ban  Environrasnt 

3 

29 

Surroundings  for  Children 

1 

9 

TviX  Cliraats 

1 

1 

Open  Space 

.1 

6 

.Dead  Fhjd  Street 

1 

Less  Traffic 

1 

3 

Quiet  Rela.xed  Atmosphe:re 

1 

5 

F.riends  or  Relatives  in  Area 

1 

7 

Close  to  Hosiaital 

1 

0 

Betterment  of  Faraj.ly 

1 

0 

Close  to  City 

0 

12 

Class  of  People 

0 

3 

Grevv  Up  in  /u'ea 

0 

11 

Clean 

0 

1 

Allov/ed  Pe-ts 

0 

1 

No  Negroes 

0 

1 

We  found 
’cneiir  jOuesenic 
to  have  iDeen 
V i . o u s 3_  y 1 i v e d 
13  described 


that  only  10  of  the  3o 
n e i gh?o  o r h o o d s f r oin  a.  r e 
"all.  Negro."  Thirteen 


pioneers  ha^d  moved  to 
as  v/hich  tliey  considered 
said,  tliat  they  had  pre- 


in  " all -vvh ite " neiglf  .)orhc.ods ; 
their  previous  neigh]5orhood  as 


v’h  i 1 e a n o tli  e .r 
"interracial . " 
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Socio-Economic  Statu; 


7\s  the  other  studies  previously  mentioned  v/liich  veze 
mao.e  in  city  areas,  the  pioneers  in  this  study  vere  found  ns 
a^vd:iole  to^  surpass  their  v/hite  neighbors  in  terms  of  ecuca- 
•cional  achievement,  vocational  success  and  income. 

indication  of  this  greater  status  was  reflected 
ne  value  Oj_  Uie  homes  in  which  they  \vere  living.  This  fhrare 
was  oetermined  by  asking  each  family  to  state  the  market“value 

ihe  field  representatives  did  not  indicate 
tnat^^  there  were  any  obvious  discrepancies  between  the  response; 
received  and  their  ov;n  impressions  about  the  values  if  thbs 
was  indeed  the  case.  m most  instances,  the  homes  of  the" pi o- 
neers  were  better  than  those  of  their  neighbors.  in  fact  the 
-egioes  owned  homes  in  the  top  scale  (over  $30,000)  at  a rate 

Vvlii'ces;  G2%  of  tlie  pioneer  homes  were  above 
$0,000  compared  to  39%  of  the  whites.  Heim's  Pittsburgh  studr 

somewhat  lower  home  values  (5  2%  Hearo  and  30% 
$20,000)  which  can  in  part  be  attributed  to"  the 
1 leiences  m real  estate  values  betvreen  195  9 and  19G6,  but 


r t j.,  s j_ mp o 17 1 a ri t to  n o t e 
abo'ut  the  same. 


there 


■ciie  percerr 


d i-  f f e r e n c:  e r em a i n e d 


VALUE 


Above 

30, 000 


20,000  - 

30, 000 


TABLE  #7 
.l^^hISl:.T__VALUE  OF  TIOMES 


17.000 

19. 000 


14. 000 

16. 000 


i:i , 000 

13,000 


8, 000 

10,000 


Under 

8,  000 


-i:0TAL 


8 


11 

8 

2 

3 


31 


o. 

eer  s 

% 

T-l 

7/ 111  res 

O/ 

26% 

13 

13% 

36% 

27 

26% 

26% 

29  ■ 

28% 

6% 

IG 

15% 

3% 

13 

13% 

- 

4 

4% 

3% 

1 

1% 

100% 

10  3 1 

100% 

apartraents 


/ere  renting  their  homes  oi 


Educat ion 


of 


Tlie.  pioneers 
th.eii  white  na 


e d a c c L L i-  o n a 1 a ch  i.  e v e m e r 1 1 
iglibors..  Of  those  with  a 


--Q- 


f a r s u r jd  a s s e d tlj  t 
college  degree  or 


better,  56%  of  tlie  Negro  husbands  and  Vv^^ives  \rere  included  o E'or 
tlie  whites,  only  23%  were  at  least  college  graduates o The  ma- 
jority of  \vhites  (4  5%)  v.^ere  liigh  school  graduates  „ Twenty- four 
percent  of  tlie  pioneers  had  advanced  degrees  beyond  college 
Vvhereas  only  4%  of  .their  nej.glibors  had  advanced  degrees.  Heim's 
study  shov/ed  that  54%  of  the  Negroes  interviewed  had  completed 
college  compared  to  ai  25%  rate  for  the  vdiites  interviewed. 


TABLE  1-3 


E D UC  A T :i  O N A T A A I NE  D 


Pionee.rs 

Wlii.tes 

TAINj.-iENT 

Men 

! vo  1 

i 

1 

1 

Ttomen 

% 

Total 

Tota.l 

% 

Men 

% 

VJomen 

% 

Tota 

ammar 

bool 

2 

6% 

0 

- 

2 

3% 

4 

3% 

3 

3% 

7 

mjjlcted 
..  High 
hool 

2 

6% 

3 

9% 

5 

8% 

20 

17% 

13 

11% 

33 

mpleted 
cfh  S cl  Tool 

1 

' 3% 

8 

25% 

9 

14% 

38 

3 3% 

68 

56% 

106 

tended 

11  ege 

7 

22% 

5 

16% 

12 

19% 

19 

16% 

17 

14% 

36 

].lGgc 

gree 

5 

16% 

8 

25% 

13 

20% 

18 

15% 

16 

13% 

34 

V a need 
udy 

[. 

16% 

3 

9% 

8 

2% 

10 

9% 

3 

3% 

13 

vancfid 

cr.ree 

10 

3].% 

5 

16% 

15 

24% 

8 

7% 

1 

„ 

■ 9 

TOTAI. 

3 2 

100% 

! 1 

1 i 

1 Ox]  ! 

i 

1 

! 

i 

100% 

64 

100% 

117 

100% 

121 

100% 

238 

Income 

In  general,  the  income  of  the  pioneers  xcas  liigher  than  that 
of  their  neighbors.  Families  with  incomes  over  $9,000  included 
76%  of  tiie  pioneers  ernd  39%  of  the  whites.  Only  3%  of  the.  Negroe 
ha.d  incomes  ].ess  thcui  $4,000  wlii.le  6%  of  tlie  whites  v/ere  in  this 
range.  /Although  the  ages  of  tl.ie  families  xeero  not  recorded,  it 
appeared  that  the  pioneer  families  were  sornev/hat  younger  and  that 
a numhjer  of  the  vhiite  neighbors  vaith  incomes  under  $4,000  rep- 
resented older  persons  vho  v/ere  retired  and  living  on  pensions. 
Heim  found  5 2%  of  the  Negro  farailies,  find  16%  of  the  v/hites  to 
hfive  incomes  of  $9,000  or  menre . Again,  the  overall  increase  in 
the  cost-of-living  and  adjusted  wage  scales  must  be  taken  into 
account.  None  of  the  Negroes  in  Heim's  study  and  25%  of  the 
wh i t.  s li a d incomes  of  less' th an  $4,000. 
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TABLE  #9 


INC03IE 

BY  FAM 

I.LY 

Pi one a 

rs 

Wh.  it  e s 

Nui  liber. 

% 

Number 

o/ 

/O 

Under 

$4,000 

1 

3% 

7 

6% 

000 

SO  000 

1 

3% 

IS 

16% 

■ $0,000 
$S; 000 

7 

20% 

46 

39%  ■ 

S9.000 

$12,000 

1.1 

30% 

23 

19% 

Over 
$12, 000 

16 

44% 

24 

20% 

TOTAL 

36 

100% 

119 

100% 

OCCuPATIOiv 


Nu.iuber  of  job  Holders  Per 


Pajaily_  and  Occupation 


The  Negroes  v/ere  somer/hat  more  lil-iely 
1 job  holder  per  family  (36%)  compared  to 
These  rex^resented  families  \vhere  both  the 
v/ere  reguJ.arly  employed. 


to  have  more  than 
28%  for  the  v/hites . 
husband  and  v/ife 


TABLE 


#10 


JOB  HOLDERS  PER  FAMILY 


NO.  OF 

JOBHOLDERS 

Pioneer 

ivhite 

of 

/O 

0 

2 

6?/o 

.13 

11% 

1 

21 

5 8% 

88 

7 2% 

2 

.1  2 

3 3% 

19 

15% 

3 

1 

O'/o 

2 

2% 

4 

0 

- 

0 

„ 

More  than 

4 

0 

... 

0 

100% 

TOTAL 

36 

100% 

122 

T'or  those  pioneers  vihoss  occupa.tions  v/e/re  piver,  it  v/as 
for.  _d  tha.t  30  (&S%)  \/ere  engaged  i:ri  pn^cfessiorn/l  occupatio; j.s . 

These  included  among  others;  5 physicians,  5 teachers,  2 
coileae  xarofessors,  a personnel  director',  a socicLl  \-7or];;er  a.nd 
a.  liuman  relatj-ons  representa.tive  „ Thirty  of  the  ■\'raites,- 


'11 


representing  24%  of  all  v/hites  v/liose  occupations  v/ere  Iniovm, 
v/ere  included  in  tfie  professional  category.,  One  of  the  pioneers 
received  public  assistance,  and  IS  of  the  whites  were  retired. 


TABLE  #11 


OCCUPATIONAL  CLASSIFICATION 


No.  Pioneers 

34 

No.  IThites 

% 

P .V'  o f e s s.  i o n a 1 

30 

68% 

30 

24% 

^Service 

Oc'cupat;.lon 

2 

4¥/o 

10 

8%- 

1' 1 a n a g e r i a ].  8- 
P r o-p  r i e t a r y 

' 2 

4i2?/o 

j j 

i 

! ! 

VO 

I — i 

1 

1 

,1.3% 

'■  C 1 G r i c a 1 

4 

S/o 

28 

22% 

■•'■Slvilled 

3 

7% 

16 

13% 

S e]'n  i - si / i 1 ]-  e d 

'■) 

T/o 

20 

15% 

•'Unslcilled 

0 

- 

6 

4% 

TOTAL 

44 

100% 

:i  26 

100% 

I 


•'•Occupational  Cla,ssif ication  titles  obtehned  from  Dictionary 
of  Occupational  Titles,  Vol.ume  1,  Definitions  of  Titles, 
Second  Edition,  published  by  Uh  S . Depajrtment  of  Labor 


EASE  OF  ENTRY 

M^:h_Cj  d_  p_f  __l#u  JA-jh  a/np 

There  vwis  little  di. ffcrence  betv/een  the  t'-'O  groups  in  the 
way  liornes  v/ere  secured.  Ihe  v/hites  boug'ht  cu  slightly  greater 
percentage  of  their  homes  through  realtors  t'han  the  pioneers, 
and  they  bought  nev/]g^  built  homes  at  a higher  raite  than  the 
Negroes.  A.lmost  tv/ice  the  percentage  of  pioneers  a.s  whites 
purcliased  their  homes  from  xarivate  sellc./s. 


In  .10  cases  tlie  pioneers  utilized  the  se^rvices  of  estab- 
lished human  .relations  g.roups,  princi.pa.lly  local  fa.i.r  housing 
groups.  The  services  provided  included  a-ccompanying  the 
_p.i.oneers  to  the  jpurc’hase  negotiators,  tali/ing  to  neighbors  to 
prepare  them  fo.r  t'he  "move-  in”,  providing  lists  of  available 


housing,  and  helping  to  jprovide  moral  support  to  the  family 
v/hen  necesse_ry.  Only  one  purchase  v.^as  the  direct  result  of 
a complaint  to  the  Pennsylvania  Huraan  ReJ.ations  Conanission . 
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I'AlsLE  #12 


METijOD  OE  SECURIEG  HORi^ 


METHOD 

Pioneer 
-No . % 

Vi 

■'■•No . 

1 i.te 

% 

Th  r o u gh  R e a 1 ' t o .r 

13 

40% 

50 

47% 

Th .rough  ,Fr i e nd s 

3 

9% 

3 

3% 

P r i V a 't  e S e 1 1 e.  r 

8 24% 

14 

].  3% 

Built 

8 

24% 

34 

3 2% 

Othe^r 

1 

3% 

5 . 

5% 

diOTAL 

3 3 

J.00% 

106 

100% 

* E X c 1 u d e s Re  n t o r s 


The  pioneers  re'ported  moriy  problems  in  finding  and  seer. ring 
the  home  of  their  choice,  although  over  half  (53%)  reported 
that  they  had  not  been  turned  down  by  any  selle.rs„  Thi.s  cor- 
responds to  the  52%  figure  obtained  by  Heim.  Five  of  the 
pioneers  said  that  they  were  turned  down  by  l-’2  sellers,  and 
five  reported  they  \vere  turn.ed  down  by  3“10  sellers,  four  by 
11“20  seller's,  and  one  faiaily  told  of  refusals  to  sell  in  more 
than  20  sex^e-rate  contacts.  This  situation  \vas  related  e.s 
follo^cs : 

"Dr.  and  Mrs.  A stated  that  tliey  maxle  contact  for  apxarox- 
imately  75  homes  v/ithout  success. 

"At  this  XDoint  they  decided  to  iDuild  a honie  and  fou;nd  a 
hillside  lot  in  a v/ooded  area  in  a suburban  area  xvliicl'.:.  v/as 
owned  by  a whi  te  X-'’'hysi  cian  \vho  readily  agreed  to  sell  l.iim  tlie 
lot  x^^-Ovided  tlnvO  he  contact  the  neairby  neighbo3rs  and  leairn 
if  tliey  had  any  objection.  This  was  done  by  Dr.  and  Mrs.  A 
and  everyone  sta.ted  that  they  v/ould  be  x^iessed  to  liave  them 
as  neighbors,  follov;ing  uhich  they  ipu-uchased  the  lot,  had  it 
surveyed,  hi.red  a.  contra.ctor  v/lio  x^^roa.ceded  to\'7cird  constjruct.ion 
of  the  found a.t ion  ajid  ba.sement. 

"Alt  this  Vioint  jjr . eind  Mrs.  A received  a letter  from  the 
Borough  Council  stati:o.g  tiia.t  they  could  not  bui.ld  77  liome  on 
the  lot  fo.r  the  reason  tliat  the  land  \eas  going  to  be  condo  "ned 
and  will  be  utilized  for  a playground.  They  explai.ned  tin:  : 
they  knev7  tha/c  the  Borough  -'would  no't  build  a.  x^l?-yghOu.v3,d  on  a 
hillside  in  a wooded  area.,  'thevefore  hi.red  a .1  awye:i'' . The  judge 
.irefused  to  hear  the  case  until  'Ldie  Cliairman  of  his  poli'L.j.ca:l 
]33.rty  a.d'vised  h.im  thiaalz  .(le  had  .be't'cer  heair  tlie  case. 

" Fol. .1.07-7 rng  the  hearing,  the  judg'e  refused  to  render  de- 


ersron 


'tai'ting 


tl'iat  lie  v7oald  hae/e  the  case-;  set  for  anotl 


hea.ring  before  a three  judge  x-''an'Sl,  v.?hich  v/ould  reouire  seve:iw-:.'i 


-•  J-  o - 


months.  Beca.use  of  the  time  element  and  finances  involved,  the 
A's  droTjped  the  case.  Fol.lov/ing  this  episode,  the  found 

and  loolced  at  the  house  they  presently  live  in  and  liked  it. 

Dr.  A then  v/ent  to  the  bfink,  v/here  he  v/as  v/el.l  knov/n,  vdnich  . 
held  a foreclosure  on  the  propar'ty,  stating  that  he  vva.rited  to 
purchase  S3.mc.  He  \v3_s  told  by  the  bank  officie.l  that  they 
could  not  sell  the  house  to  a Negro  and  suggested  that' he  look 
for  a small  farm.  Dr.  A reialied  tha'c  he  v/as  not  a farmer, 


the j/e fore,  v/as  no't  loo! 


;i  ng 


roj 


farm.  They  also  informed  Dr, 


A.  tlia'I-  the  price  for  ‘the  house  v/as  $15,000. 

"Dr.  A 'then  coirtactcd  \vhite  friend  v/ho  agreed  to  jturchase 
the  liouse  for  him  and  v/ent  'to  the  bank  and  v/as  told  by  the  sa.me 
banlc  officiail  that  tlje  price  v/as  $9,000.  Dr.  A then  gave  to 
this  friend  the  ful],  amouirc  in  cash  and  the  friend  and  his  v/ife 
IDurchased  the  ho'use  and  immediately  transferred  it  to  Dr.  and 
Mrs.  Ac" 

Aiiother  situatd.on  embodied  most  of  'the  ususil  tactics  of 
some,  real'to.rs  in  refusing  to  sell  homes  to  Negroes  amd  is  the 
kind  vdiich  often  needs  to  be  set'tled  tl'jrough  the  Pennsylvania 


Human  Rela'tions  Coifimissionc  The  probleras  v/ere  related  as  follov\n 


" The 


diff.i.culty  a.s  recorded  by  the  complEiinain'ts , v/ais  not 
in  fijiding  'the  ho'use  but  in  buying  it:  (1)  "when  v/e  visi'ted  the 

sample  no  one  offered  to  helr-c  " (2)  "Nhen  v/e  t.al];:ed  to  the 

salesiiiah  he  aisked  for  a deposit  'thai't  v/as  much  larger  than  the 
required  deiuosit."  (3)-  "irnen  we  agreed  to  the  larger  deposit, 
the  sa.l.esma^n  tried  to  jUirt  us  in  ancLlier  section  of  the  develop- 
ment - the  section  to  b^:  developed  las't.",  (5)  "There  v/as  a 
dela'y  in  sto/rting  cons'tr\.Tction . " 

"Vie  filed  a compla-int  witli  'the  Pennsylvania  Huma.n  Relations 


Co.Tiiriission  acainst  'the  ac/ent 


j fi  £i  compl ain't  wi 'th  the  Phderal 
'the  ]:)u alder.  Even  so,  the 
agent  cD'jd  builder  were  able  to  use  all  sects  of  del.aving  't-ac- 
tics  We  had  to  fighat  e'ver'v  s'tep  of  the  v/a'y.  It  t/.  us  a 


Housi.ng  Administration  aga 


year  and  a half  to  ge't  our  house 


Treatiuent  Upon  A'  ri.val 


B o 'thi  t j 1.  e xa  i c I'j  e e r s 
ity  of  ins't/u'ices , 
generally 


'their  v/hi'te  neighbors,  :i.n 


r e m e mb  e r e d 'th  e i.  r / . • . .r  i v a 1 i.  n th  e n s 
as  a good  ea/perience.  Six'ty-seven 'xaercen't 
the  Negroes  and  88;-o  of  'the  v/lii'tes  cl'iose  the  'term  "ge 
'to  desc.ri.be  tljel.'i 


rrrencily 


trea'trnerrt  uiaon  arrival 


number  of  jaioneers  (25%)  'than  whites  (12%)  sai.d  tha't 


]/or]'iood  treated  them  indif f erently  vahen  'they  arrived 


the  rnajor- 
ighborhood 
(6  7%)  of 
ner ally 
Twice  the 
the  neigh- 
, and  8% 
ceived  v/as 


hot 


of  'the  pioneers  indicated  th/rt  'the  treatment  they  re 
unfrieudly,.  None  of.  'the  v/hi'tes  saw  the  -neighborhood 
tile  or  unfriendly  'to  them  v;h.en  they  arrived. 

\'hen  ‘the  v/hi'tes  v/ere  sisked  how  the  pioneers  we:re  trea/ted 


upon  arrival,,  oiij.y  45%  acla'jO.vl 
f r iendly „ Tv/enty-- f 1 ve  XDer c an t 
th  e m s e 1 e s a n s vv  e r e d 1:  h i s q u e t 
L.reatment  \va.s  indiffe.rent  \vhan 
aJ.n'iOsc  equal  nuirCoer  (26%)  said 
pioneer  family  v:as  treafedc  T' 
\'7lio  raoved  in  afi'.er  tine  pioneer 
blocks  av/ay  vdio  miqiit  not  have 
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TREATMENT  UPON  ARRIVAL 


Pioneer 
ho.  % 

Vthite 

No . % 

' thij  f 3 "Ksp'Or  t 

About  Pioneer 
.bi  o ..  % 

Generally  Friendly 

24  67% 

106  8S% 

50  45% 

Indifferent 

■ -9  25% 

15  12% 

28  25% 

Un  f r i e nd 1 y 

3 8% 

0 

4 4% 

D:.ni ' t 

KnOTo 

29  g f.o/ 

TOT_AL 

3 6 ■ 1 0 0% 

121  100% 

111  100% 

The  reports  were  varied  am.ong  the  pioneers  a..nd  were  of  laoth 
extremes.  One  v/oiman  said:  "Most  on  the  neighbors  ^ particu- 
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In  the  neiohborhood  vvhica  seemed  pr.ima.rily  due  to  racial  dif- 
ferences,. These  reported  inciden.ts  consisted  principally  of 
name  ciallinp.  Ten  of  tlis  vdiites  interviewed  reported  incidents 
betv/een  other  neipliborhood  children  and  the  cliildren  of  the 
pioneers.. 

.Four  of  the  Negroes  reported  tliat  thei.r  children  had  had 
unpleasant  contacts  v/ith  adults  j.n  the  neighborhoods  There 
\vere  loinor  incidents  involvi?rg  repriraands  for  v/alJcing  on  the 
jieighbor ' s grass  and  other  lessei:  coinplaints.  In  one  situation, 
the  teenage  soris  of  Neg.rc  physician  ;played  musical  instruments 
and  belonged  to  local  corbos.  They  decided  to  have  a party 
one  day  and  invited  about  25  neighborhood  friends.  Three  times 
as  many  as  were  invited  showed  up  for  the  party..  They  .packed 
the  house  and  ove.r f .l.or/ed  into  the  streets  causing  a.  minor  traf- 
fic jam.  A vmj.te  neighlror  called  the  police  complaining  of  a 
V7j.ld  party,  Ihe  sons  and  daughters  of  many  of  the  tov/n  ' s 
provuiiTent  citizens  v/ere  among’ tlie  guests,,  . T\'hen'the  poli.ce 
arr' rvedp  they  toj.d  the  pioneer  father  that  if  tliey  had  l:nc)wn 
the  party  vvas  at  IjIs;  house  they  \.nould  not.  have  bot.he.red  to  ansv/er 
fie  call„  As  it  xnas,  the  police  then  remained  to  direct  traffic. 
It  was  rep'xorted  tliat  the  party  xnas  c?'der3  y avid  continued  until 
about  1 AJi,  jfany  of  the  neighbors  later  conimented  that  it  was 
tlie  most  order.iy  rjarty  of  tliat  size  they  had  ever  seen  in  the 
n e i gh  1?  o ;rh  c C' d , 

Ornly  2 v,v.T.ite  neighbors  reported  during  their  interviev/ 
thwt  t.hey  were  ever  av/are  of  incidents  between  .a.ny  o:l  the  pioneer 
cliildren  and  other  adults  in  the  neighborhood. 

/lciioo.ls 

Tlie  Gclioals  attended  by  the  pioneer  children  varied  in 
rac:ial  oomp-nsitioim  most  bcin.g  less  tlian  5%  Negro..  In  several 
s<-:l :Ools,  th,c  pioneer  children  V7ere  the  only  Negroes  in  the 
sciiool. 
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'I^^;enty-seven  of  the  pioneers  v/ould  unreservedly  advise 
other  Negroes  to  move  to  all-v/hite  neighborhoods.  This  com- 
pared to  only  3 3 (30%)  of  the  v/hites  v/ho  would  unreservedly 
advise  Negroes  to  move  to  a v/hite  neighborhood. 

Pennsylvania's  Fair  Housing  Lav/ 

Both  groups  were  asked  their  opinion  about  Pennsylvania's 
Fair  Housing  Lav/.  Only  1 pioneer  as  compared  v/ith  54  v/hites 
(almost  h)  did  not  knov/  anything  about  the  law.  Five  pioneers 
and  11  whites  stated  that  they  had  "no  opinion"  and  it  is 
probable  that  many  of  those  also  did  not  knov/  anything  about 
the  Fair  Housing  Law  in  Pennsylvania.  IVenty-one  v/hites  indica- 
ted that  they  felt  the  law  was  "too  strong" — none  of  the  pioneers 
indicated  this  belief.  Instead,  19  either  thought  it  was  "not 
strong  enough"  or  "v/eak."  Only  5 whites  said  that  they  felt  the 
lav/  was  not  strong  enough. 

TABLE  #27 


Do  You  Think  Pa ' s 
Fair  Housing  Lav/ 

Is: 

PIONEERS 

'WHITES 

Too  Strong 

0 0% 

21  17% 

Strong  Enough 

11  31% 

3 2 26% 

Not  Strong 

Enough 

13  36% 

5 4% 

VJeak  ^ 

6 17% 

0 

No  Opinion 

5 14% 

11  9% 

Not  Familiar 

With  Law 

1 2% 

54  44% 

TOTAL 

36  100% 

123  100% 

The  tVhite  Neighbors 

All  of  the  white  neighbors  except  17  (14%)  knew  that  there 
was  a Negro  famiily  living  in  their  neighborhood.  These  were 
all  persons  v/ho  lived  from  3 to  4 blocks  away--except  for  one 
family  who  had  just  moved  into  an  apartment  building  tv/o  days 
prior  to  their  interviev/  and  had  not  yet  learned  anything  about 
their  neighbors.  Of  the  remaining  106  families,'  39  had  moved 
into  the  neighborhood  after  the  Negro  family.  ^fnen  this  group 
was  asked  if  the  presence  of  the  Negroes  in  the  neighborhood 
had  concerned  them,  1/3  said  that  they  had  been  concerned.  • 
Their  concern  seemed  to  be  prim.arily  about  the  effect  on  their 
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property  values.  Only  one  person  (of  middle-European  ancestry 
whose  parents  were  immigrants)  was  extremely  concerned.  This 
man  said  that  he  absolutely  would  not  associate  with  Negroes 
and  that  since  the  family  has  begun  to  go  to  the  community 
swimming  pool,  he  is  building  his  own  pool.  Thirty-four  of 
these  thirty-nine  said  that  they  knev/  the  Negro  family  lived 
in  the  neighborhood  when  they  moved  and,  one-half  (17)  of 
those  had  moved  into  a home  next  door  to  the  pioneers. 

Sixty-seven  families  were  living  in  their  neighborhood 
prior  to  the  pioneers.  Of  these,  29  said  that  they  were  con- 
cerned about  the  Negro  family  moving  to  their  neighborhood. 
Generally,  the  concern  expressed  was  fear  of  a decline  in  proper- 
ty values,  that  other  Negroes  would  move  into  the  neighborhood 
and  that  "other"  whites  in  the  neighborhood  might  react  violently 
In  one  case  a rumor  had  been  started  (attributed  to  the  rental 
agent)  that  the  pioneers  had  a retarded  son  who  became  violent 
at  times. 

The  white  neighbors  were  found  more  likely  to  report  that 
their  neighbors  were  concerned.  Over  half  of  the  whites  (58) 
reported  concern  by  their  neighbors.  Only  seven  said  that 
anyone  had  moved  out  of  the  neighborhood  due  to  the  presence 
of  the  Negro  family,  and  only  17  reported  that  there  had  been 
any  talk  in  the  neighborhood  about  moving  out.  On  the  other 
hand,  they  were  less  likely  to  state  that  any  of  tlieir  neighbors 
were  pleased  about  the  Negroes  moving  into  the  neighborhood. 
Fifty-eight  said  that  they  didn't  know  if  any  of  the  neighbors 
were  pleased,  and  41  said  that  none  of  their  neighbors  were 
pleased.  Seven  reported  that  a few  of  the  neighbors  were 
pleased. 

Of  the  104  white  neighbors  v/ho  stated  the  degree  of  their 
own  feeling  toward  the  pioneer  family,  none  said  that  they 
actually  disliked  the  Negro  family.  The  majority  either  "liked" 
the  family  (50)  or  "liked  them  very  much"  (17) . Thirty-seven 
said  that  they  were  "indifferent"  to  them. 

More  white  neighbors  (57)  said  that  they  had  never  known 
a Negro  on  a personal  basis  than  reported  that  they  had  known 
a Negro  (50)  . Ten  of  the  17  persons  v/ho  said  they  liked  the 
pioneers  "very  much"  v/ere  included  in  the  group  V'/ho  said  they 
held  never  before  known  a Negro  on  a personal  basis.  TV/enty- 
six  of  the  50  whites  v/ho  said  they  "liked"  the  pioneers  also 
reported  never  having  a personal  acquaintance  v/ith  a Negro. 

Conclusions 


Many  of  the  36  Negro  pioneer  families  who  have  moved  into 
all-white  neighborhoods  in  suburban  and  rural  areas  of  Pennsyl- 
vania did  so  v/ith  anxieties.  Many  experienced  some  difficulty 
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in  purchasing  their  present  home.  Anxieties  v/ere  a].so  exper- 
ienced by  the  v/hite  neighbors,  many  of  v/hcm  had  never  knov/n  a 
Negro,  anc^  v/ere  concerned  lest  their  neighborhood  erupt  in  the 
kind  of  tension  situation  v/hich  had  arisen  in  other  areas. 

They  feared  that  property  veJ.ues  would  go  dov/n,  that  many  other 
Negroes  \vOuld  move  in,  and  that  the  nev/  family  v/ould  not  be 
acceptable.  For  the  miost  part,  hov/ever,  the  pioneer  families 
came  with  a higher  education  and  a higher  income  than  their 
white  neighbors.  Most  v/ere  professional  p3ople--a  doctor,  a 
teacher,  a social  v/orker.  They  camte  for  many  of  the  same 
reasons  as  the  whites--a  nice  house  in  a good  area  with  good 
schools  for  their  children,  and  most  found  that  they  received 
a generally  friendly  treatment  upon  arrival. 

In  some  neighborhoods,  there  v/as  uneasiness  at  the  begin- 
ning--in  some  the  local  fair  housing  groups,  the  Pluman  Relations 
Commission,  or  other  groups  talked  to  people  to  provide  re- 
assurance about  the  new  fam.ily.  As  time  passed  most  of  the 
pioneers  began  to  feel  that  the  neighborhood  was  really  a 
friendly  place  to  live.  The  neighbors  talked  to  thera,  they 
v/ere  invited  to  neighborhood  functions,  they  developed  friend- 
ships and  decided  that  there  v/as  nothing  they  v/ere  missing  by 
living  i.n  a white  neighborhood.  The  neighbors  soon  sav/  that 
the  Negro  family  v/as  not  at  all  what  they  had  expected  and  many 
began  to  question  their  old  aittiuudes  and  beliefs  and  for  the 
most  part  felt  comfortable  in  telling  the  interviev/er  that  they 
"liked"  their  Negro  neighbor.  This  is  what  integration  is  all 
about . 

There  may  continue  to  be  Folcrofts  and  Kensingtons  in 
Pennsylvania ■ neighborhoods  where  the  people  themselves  are  so 
at  war  with  themselves  because  of  their  ov/n  feelj'.ngs  of  infer- 
iority that  they  v/ill  never  be  able  to  tolerate  anyone  who  is 
different,  but  this  study  has  shown  that  violence  and  expressed 
hatred  are  the  atypical  reactions.  For  every  problem  neigh.bor- 
hood,  there  are  many  others  which,  given  the  chance,  will  react 
positively  to  nev/  neighbors  and  individuals  who  are  exercising 
their  freedom  a.nd  legal  right  in  Pennsylvania  to  live  v/here 
they  please.  The  basic  attitudes  and  opinions  of  pioneers  and 
their  v/hite  neighbors  seem  to  be  very  similar,  whether  in  urban, 
suburban,  or  rural  areas. 

It  is  hoped  that  this  study  v/ill  be  helpful  to  those  families 
in  these  neighborhoods  v/ho  \/ill  have  the  opportunity  to  provide 
a pleasant  reception  and  surroundings  for  a Negro  family  should 
they  choose  to  live  near  them..  And  for  those  who  may  be  pioneers 
in  the  future  some  of  the  things  to  expect  as  their  v/hite  neigh- 
bors see  them  moving  into  the  mainstream  of  community  life  have 
been  indicated.  It  can,  be  said,  however,,  that  the  experiences 
of  both  the  pioneers  and  the  white  neighbors  in  this  study  have 
proved,  for  the  most  part,  to  be  positive. 
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APPENDIX  #2 


WHITE  NEIGHBOPv  INTEPvYIEW  FORI-IAT 


(Suggested  Introduction) 

"The  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry  is  conducting  a Statc-v.>ide  survey  of 
neighborhood  relations.  We  are  requesting  an  opportunity  to  ask  you  several 
questions  about  your  neighborhood.  All  of  the  informatyou  you  give  us  is 
confidential."  Interviewer  should  show  L 6;  I identification  card. 


(To  be  completed  by  the  interviev7er ) 


Address 


Proximity  to  Negro  family: next  door 

across  street 


Individua 1 Interviewed 

Ma 1 e F ema 1 e 

Both 

doors  av7ay 

_b  locks  away 


Type  of  house:  single  dv7elling semi-attached row 


Date  of  interviev7: 


Interviewer : 


Describe  the  physical  aspects  of  the  neighborhood: 


'"(To  be  answered  on  a separate  sheet) 

Entry,  Characteristics, 
and  Relationships  of 
the  Neighborhood 

1.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  this  neighborhood?  

Are  you  renting  or  buying  your  home?  

2.  l.Tiat  V7as  your  previous  address? 

Were  you  renting  or  buying  there? 

3.  Wliy  did  you  choose  this  neighborhood  for  your  home?  (List  reasons): 
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4.  Hovr  did  you  secure  your  horae? 

through  a realtor 

through  friends 

through  a private  transaction  v’ith  a seller 

built  honie 

other 

If  other,  explain  


5.  hhen  you  first  moved  here,  did  any  of  your  neighbors  call  on  you  to 

welcome  you  to  the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 


*(5a).  if  yes , explain  in  detail.  Who?  hlien?  How?  etc. 

6.  Did  any  organized  group  send  a representative  to  talk  with  you,  or  to 
invite  you  to  join  their  group?  yes 

no 


*(6a).  If  yes,  list  and  explain  nature  of  contacts. 

(6b).  If  yes,  did  you  subsequently  join  any  of  these  groups?  yes 

no 

I f yes  5 list: 

7.  Which  V70uld  best  describe  your  treatment  upon  arrival  in  this 
neighborhood?  generally  friendly 

indifferent 

unfriendly 


“(7).  Elaborate 

8.  Have  you  experienced  hostility  from  any  of  your  neighbors  or 

shopkeepers?  yes 

no 

If  yes,  explain  how  and  v/ho . 

Is  this  a neighborhood  in  which  neighbors  visit  each  other  frequently? 

(Once  a week  or  more) yes 

no 

(9a).  Do  you  visit  your  neighbors  in  their  homes?  yes 

no 

(9b).  If  yes,  how  often?  regularly  (daily)  . 

frequently  (once  a week  or  more) 
occasionally  (once  a month  or  more) 
once  a month  or  less 
only  once  or  twice 

(9c).  Do  your  neighbors  visit  you  in  your  home?  „ 

no 


*(8a). 

9. 
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(9d).  If  yes,  how  often? regularly 

frequently 

occasiona 1 ly 

once  a month  or  less 

only  once  or  twice 


10.  Have  you  (or  your  husbancl/wi f e ) developed  any  close  friendships  in 

the.  neighborhood?  yes 

„ no 

■■'’'■(jOa).  If  yes,  deterraine  to  what  extent, 

-11.  What  other  neighborhood  interactions  have  you  experienced  such  as 

frequent  conversations,  invitations  to  parties,  dinner  invitations, 
etc. 

12.  At  the  present  time,  do  you  feel  that  there  has  been  an}-  change  in 

your  acceptance  in  the  neighborhood?  much 

slight 

none 

don  ' t h.now 

13.  To  x>7hat  degree  do  you  feel  that  you  have  been  accepted  in  this 

neighborhood?  completely 

with  reservation- 
not  accepted 

The  Negro 

Family 

14.  What  kinds  of  people  live  in  your  neighborhood?  Probe.  (Interviewer 

may  ask  if  there  are  any  other  kinds  to  attempt  to  elicit  a response 
that  there  is  a Negro  family  in  the  neighborhood.)  If  Megrofcs  are 
not  mentioned,  ask:  Are  there  any  Negro  families  living  in  this 
neighborhood?  yes 

no 

If  yes , ask  series  of  questions  beginning  at  ifl5. 

“If  n_o,  or  don'  i:  k.now,  and  respondent  does  not.  live  immediately  adjacent 
to  a Negro  family,  ask:  Wtiat  do  you  think  would  happen  if  a Negro 
family  were  to  move  to  this  neighborhood?  Then,  skip  to  question  #1 
in  the' ATTITUDES  section,  omitting  questions  #2,  it3,  and  #10. 

If  no,  or  don ' t knov',  and  the  respondent  does  live  ad  jacent  to  the 

Negro  family,  say:  We  have  i nterviec.-ed  the 

family  v;ho  live  . They  said  that  they  v7ould  not 

mind  if  vze  talked  to  tlieir  neighbors  about  them.  Remember,  as  we  said, 
everything  you  tell  us  is  strictly  confidential.  If  they  agree,  go 
on  to  question  #15. 

15.  When  did  the. family  move  here?  

''(15a).  If  before  the  white  family,  ask:  Did  you  k.nov?  they  lived  hero  before 
you  moved?  yes 

n o 

(15b).  Did  their  presence  concern  you? 
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yes 

no 


In  v.’hat  vray? 


'•(15c.)  If  yes,  ask: 


'■■(]5d,)  If  after,  ask:  Hov/  did  you  learn  that  they  v/ere  moving  into  the 
neighborhood? 


'''(Ibe.)  Did  this  concern  you?  yes 

no 


If  yes , in  V7hat  v.’ay? 


16..  1/lien  they  moved,  do  you  know  if  any^  of  the  neighbors  v/ere  concerned 
about  this?  yes 

_no 

don't  knox'7 


''(iGa.)  If  y^s,  ask:  Would  you  tell  me  about  this? 

17.  Did  any  person  or  group  to  your  knox-zledge  attempt  to  discourage 

them  from  moving  in? yes 

no 

don  ' t knovj 


*(l7ii,)  If  y^s , xdiat  forms  did  this  take?  hlio  did  it? 

18.  Did  anyone  move  out  because  of  the  Negro  family  moving  here?  yes 

no 

If  _yes,  hoX'7  many? 

Was  there  any  talk  of  moving  away?  yes 

_ no 

don  ' L Icnow 


19.  Wliat  V7as  the  treatment  given  to  the  family  v.dien  they  moved  here? 

unf  riex'id  ly 

generally  friendly 

indifferent 
don  ' t kno'w 


20.  Were  any  neighbors  pleased  because  a Negro  family  moved  into  the 

nei  gliborhood?  none 

_a  fex'/ 

irany 

don't  knov7 

21c  Did  anyone  visit  tl;em  to  vvelconie  them  to  the  neighborhood? 

yes 

__  _ no 

don't  know 

(21a.)  If  yes,  who,  or  v/hat  organisation  representatives?  List 


j 22.  VTiich  of  the  follov/ing  would  best  describe  bow  you  feel  about  the 

\ family:  like  very  much 

like 

I indifferent 

di s 1 ike 

] strongly  dislike 

23.  Have  you  ever  visited  them  in  their  home?  yes 

no 


24.  If  _ye_s,  bov;  often? 


regularly 
f requent 1 y 
occasiona 1 ly 
once  a month  or  less 
only  once  or  tx\n-ce 


25.  Have  you  ever  kno;m  a Negro  on  a personal  basis? 


*If  yes , describe  relationship, 


ri Idren 


yes 

no 


26.  Do  you  have  any  children?  yes  Number. Male  Female 

no  age: 

27.  Do  your  children  play  with  the  Negro  children?  yes 

no 

(Determine  which  children,  if  yes.)  If  yes,  how  often? 

regularly 

_ frequently 

occasionally 

once  a month 

on  1 y once  or  twice 

28.  Do  your  children  go  into  their  home?  yes 

no 

If  yes,  how  often? regularly 

frequently 

occasionally 

once  a month 

only  once  or  twice 

29.  Do  your  children  bring  the  children  into  your  home? 

yes 

no 

If  yes , how  often? regularly 

frequent  ly 

occasiona  1 ly 

_once  a month  or  less 

only  once  or  t\/ice 
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30.  Have  there  been  any  incidents  involving  problems  betv/een  the 

children  and  other  children  in  the  neighborhood  v/hich  you 

believe  was  because  of  the  difference  in  race?  yes 

no 

don  ' t knox-/ 

*(30a.)  If  yes,  x^hat  forms  did  this  take,  and  xHnat  did  the  parents  do 
about  it? 


31. 


Have  there  been  any  problems  or  incidents  involving  the 

children  and  adults  in  the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 

don  ’ t knox'7 


■’••'Tf  yes , explain  the  incidents  in  detail,  and  what  the  parents  did 
about  it,  if  anything. 


Attitudes 

32,  Are  interracial  contacts  desirable  for:  children 

teenagers 
adults 

(Omit  if  question  #14  ansx'7ered  no , ) 

33.  The  acceptance  of  the  Negro  family  in  the  neighborhood  X'zas: 

complete 

reserved 

not  accepted 
don't  know 

(Omit  if  question  #14  an5V7ered  _no.  ) 

•34.  Hox'/  much  improvement  has  there  been  in  their  acceptance? 

much 

_ slight 

none 

don't  knov7 

35.  Do  you  think  there  is  anything  Negroes  miss  when  they  move  into 

an.  all-white  neighborhood?  yes 

_no 

*If  yes , v/hat? 

36.  Would  you  like  to  see  othicr  Negro  families  move  into  your 

neighborhood?  yes 

no 

or  2 

- 10  ''Explain  any  reservations, 
o set  number 

37.  Would  you  advise  a Negro  family  to  move  into  an  all-v/hite 

neighborhood?  yes 

no 


38.  What  do  you  imagine  are  the  reasons  for  a Negro  family  to  move 

o Ti  n 1 oTn  o r1  1 1 V (3  r h 1 c;  ? 


(36a-)  If  yes , hox>?  many?  1 

3 

n 


39.  Do  you  tliink  Pennsylvania's  Fair  Housing  Lav;  is: 

too  strong 

strong  enough 

not  strong  enough 

__  v.’eal': 

no  opinion 

don't  knov;  about  lav; 

'^'(39a.)  Vlhat  changes  v;ould  you  recon'iirend  in  Pennsylvania's  Law? 

(Omit  if  answer  to  question  #14  was  no) 

40.  Hovf  do  you  think  the  presence  of  a Negro  family  in  the  neighbor- 

I hood  has  affected  property  values?  has  lov;ered 

has  increased 

has  not  affected 

don  ' t knov; 

I’ersona  1 
Data 

41.  No.  of  job  holders  in  family.  

42.  Occupations: 

(Include  those  not  currently  employed) 

43.  Total  income  bracket:  under  4,000 

4.000- 6,000 

6.000- 9,000 

9.000- 12,000 

12,000-b 

44.  Education  attained  (husband  and  v;ife:) 

grammar  school 

completed  Jr.  High  school 

completed  high  school 

attended  college 

graduated  from  college 

have  also  some  advanced  study 

have  an  advanced  degree 

45.  Value  (miarket)  of  home:  Above  30.000 

21  __20-30,000 
17-19,000 

! ^14-16,000 

_!]- 15,000 
8-10,000 
Under  8,000 

I 

46.  Organizations  belcaging  to  and  their  location: 

(Husband  and  v;ife) 
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(46a.)  Are  you  (or  your  husband/wife)  an  officer  in  any  of  these 

organizations?  yes 

no 


If  yes , list  offices  held: 


*47.  To  v;hat  extent  do  you  participate  in  the  activities  of  these 
organizations? 

48.  If  you  attend  church,  what  church,  and  where  located? 
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PIONEER  FAMILY  INTERVIEV/  FOPOLAT 


* (To  be  answered  on  a separate  sheet) 

(Suggested  Introduction)  "Hello.  I'm 

from  the  Pennsylvania  Human  Relations  Commission 

on  the  neighborhood  project  that  Mr. 

called  you  about  (or,  wrote  you  about.)  We're 
glad  that  you  have  agreed  to  cooperate  in  our 
I study.  We  want  to  make  clear  that  all  the 

‘ infonaation  that  you  give  us  is  completely 

confidential . " 

ilecuring 

lome 

1.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  this  neighborhood? 

Are  you  renting  or  buying  your  home?  

2.  Wliat  V7as  your  previous  address?’ 

Were  you  renting  or  buying  there? - 

(2a.)  Was  that  neighborhood:  all  white  (907o+);  interracial; 

all  Negro  (90'4-i-) 

3.  Why  did  you  choose  this  neighborhood  for  your  home?  (List  reasons): 


4.  Did  you  have  difficulty  finding  a home? 

great  difficulty 

some  difficulty^ 

little  'difficulty 

no  difficulty  

or  little  difficulty,  ask:)  LTiat  problems  did  you 
may  have  been  related  to  your  race? 

(4b).  Were  you  turned  dov/n  by  any  sellers:  yes 

no  how  many ? 

*(4c).  (If  yes , ask:)  Please  explain  in  detail  the  circumstances  of 
these  refusals. 


*(4a).  (If  great , some , 
experience  which 
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5.  How  did  you  secure  your  home?  through  a realtor 

_through  friends 

through  a private  transaction 

V7ith  a seller 

built  home 

other 

If  other,  explain: 

6.  In  your  search  for  housing  and  in  establishing  yourself  in  this 
neighborhood,  did  you  have  any  contact  with  agencies  other  than 
PHRC  (such  as  fair  housing  groups,  NAACP , Urban  League,  etc.) 

ye  s 

no 


(I f yes , list : ) 


*(6a).  (If  y^5  ash:)  Wliat  V7as  the  nature  of  the  service  they  provided? 

Initial 

Acceptance 


7.  While  you  were  planning  to  move  (or  during  your  move),  V7ere  you 
aware  of  any  attempt  to  discourage  you  from  moving  in?  yes 

no 

(7a).  (If  yes,  ask:)  Was  this  done  by:  individuals . 

an  organized 

group  . 

*(7b).  (If  yes , ask:)  kliat  incidents  occurred? 


8.  When  you  first  moved  here,  did  any  of  your  neighbors  call  on  .you 

to  welcome  you  to  the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 


*(8a).  (If  yes,  explain  in  detail):  Who?  When?  How?  etc. 

9.  Did  any  organized  group  seiid  a representative  to  talk  with  you, 

or  to  invite  you  to  join  their  group?  yes 

no 

*(9a).  (If  yes , list  and  explain  nature  of  contacts): 

(9b).  (If  yes,  did  you  subsequently  join  any  of  these  groups? 

I f yes  , list: 


yes 

no 


10.  Lliich  would  best  describe  your 


treatment  upon  arrival? 

generally  friendly 

indifferent 

. unfriendly 


*(10a).  Elaborate. 
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lelationship 

7ith 

Neighbors 

11.  Have  you  experienced  hostility  frora  any  of  your  neighbors  or 

shopkeepers?  yes 

no 


*(lla).  If  yes , explain  who  and  hov;). 


12. 


Is  this  a neighborhood  in  which  neighbors  visit  each  other 

frequently  (once  a week  or  more)?  yes 

no 


(12a).  Do  you  visit  your  neighbors  in  their  homes?  yes 

no 


(12b).  (If  yes , hov;  often?)  regularly  (daily) 

frequently  (once  a week  or  more) 

occasionally  (once  a month  or  more) 

once  a month  or  less 

only  once 

(12c).  Do  your  neighbors  visit  you  in  your  home?  yes 

no 

(12d).  (If  ye s , how  often?)  regularly 

frequently 

occasionally 

once  a month  or  less 
only  once  or  twice 


13.  Have  you  (or  your  husband/wife)  developed  any  close  friendships  in 
the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 


^(ISa).  (If  yes,  determine  to  what  extent). 


*14.  What  other  neighborhood  interactions  have  you  experienced  such  as 
frequent  conversations,  invitations  to  parties,  dinner  invitations 
etc . 


Chi Idren 


15.  Number . Male  Female 

Age:  


16. 


Are  there  children  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  same  ages? 
(If  for  som.e , but  not  all,  note  v;hich.) 


yes 

no 
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17.  Do  your  children  play  with  the  other  children  in  the  neighborhood? 

yes 

no 

(If  some  do,  but  not  all,  note  v;hich  ■ ) 

18.  If  yes , do  they  go  into  their  white  friends'  homes? 

regu lar 1 y 

frequently 

occasionally 

once  a month  or  less 

only  once  or  twice 

19.  Do  your  children  bring  their  friends  to  your  house? 

regularly 

frequently 

occasionally 

once  a month  or  less 

only  once  or  twice 

20.  Have  they  developed  any  close  friendships  in  the  neighborhood? 

If  yes,  are  any  of  these  close  neighbors?  yes 

yes  no  no 

Name  and  addresses 


21.  Name  of  schools  they  attend:  Primary Jr.  High  hfg^^  School 


Is  this  school:  all  v/hite 
less  than  5%  Negro 
more  than  57o , less 

than  50%  

Over  50%,  Negro  

private  

public  

parochial 


22.  Are  their  "best  friends": 


Negro? 

wh  i t e ? 

whi te  ? 

in  another  neigh- 

this 

in 

borhood  blocks 

neighborhood . 

another 

away . 

neighborhood 

Child 

blocks  av7ay: 
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23.  Have  your  childrens'  school  grades  improved  or  gotten  v/orse  since 
they  are  living  in  this  neigliborhood? 


24. 

*(24a). 

25. 

-(25a). 

26. 

*(263). 

(26b). 

27. 

(27a.: 

itudes 

28. 

29. 


improved 


about  the  same 


worse  Child 


Have  there  been  any  incidents  involving  problems  between  your 
children  and  other  children  in  the  neighborhood  v/hich  you  believe 

was  because  of  the  difference  in  race?  yes 

no 

If  yes,  explain  the  incidents  in  detail  and  w'hat  you  did  about 
them,  if  anything. 

Have  there  been  any  incidents  involving  problemis  between  your 
children  and  adults  in  the  neighborhood  which  you  believe  was 

because  of  the  difference  in  race?  yes 

no 


If  yes , explain  the  incidents  in  detail  and  what  you  did  about 
them,  if  anything. 

Do  any  of  your  children  (under  21  and  over  5)  belong  to  any  organ 

zations  (excluding  school-related)  in  the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 


If  why? 

If  yes , list  child  by  child  groups  belonging  to  and  how  he/she 
happened  to  join. 

Have  any  of  your  cliildren  been  invited  to  parties  or  other  gather 

ings  in  the  neighborhood?  yes 

no 

If  yes , list  and  tell  hov;  they  happened  to  be  invited. 


Interracial  contacts  are  desirable  for;  children 

teenagers 

a du  1 1 s 

To  V7hat  degree  do  you  feel  that  you  have  been  accepted  into  the 

neighborhood:  completely 

V7ith  reservation 

not  accepted 

don  ' t knov7 
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30.  How  much  improvement  do  you  think  there  has  been  in  your  acceptance 


in  this  neighborhood?  much 

slight 

none 

don ' t know 

31. 

Hov;  do  you  think  your  presence  in  this  neighborhood  has  affected 
property  values?  has  lowered 

has  increased 
has  not  affected 
don  ' t knov7 

32. 

Are  there  things  you  miss  as  a result  of  moving  into  a predominantly 
V7hite  neighborhood?  yes 

no 

*(32a). 

Explain 

33. 

Would  you  like  to  see  other  Negroes  move  into  your  neighborhood? 

yes 

no 

(33a). 

If  yes,  hov7  many?  1 or  2 

3-10 

no  set  number 

*(33b). 

Explain  your  choice  above  and  explain  any  reservations  you  may  have 
about  the  move-in  of  other  Negro  families. 

34. 

Would  you  unreservedly  advise  other  Negroes  to  move  to  all-white 
neighborhoods?  yes 

no 

* (34a ) . 

Why,  or  V7hy  not? 

35. 

Do  you  think  Pennsylvania's  Fair  Housing  Law  is: 

no  opinion 
too  strong 
strong  enough 
not  strong  enough 

V7eak 

don't  know  about  law 

*36. 

Wliat  changes  would  you  recommend? 

Persona  1 

Data 

37. 

Number  of  iob  holders  in  family. 

38. 

Occupations : 

39. 

Total  incom.e  bracket:  under  4,000 

4,000  - 6,000 

6.000  - 9,000 

9.000  - 12,000 
12,000+ 
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40.  Education  attained  (husband  and  v/ife): 

grammar  school 

completed  jr.  high  school 
completed  high  school 

attended  college 

_graduated  from  col  lege 

have  also  some  advanced  study 

have  an  advanced  degree 


41.  Value  (market)  of  home: 

^Above  30,000 

20  - 30,000 

17  - 19,000 

14  - 16,000 

11  - 15,000 

8 - 10,000 

Under  8,000 

42.  Organizations  belonging  to  and  their  location.  (Husband  and  wife) 


(42a).  Are  you  (or  your  husband /wi fe ) an  officer  in  any  of  these 
organizations?  yes 



If  yes,  list  offices  held: 


*(42b).  To  v;hat  extent  do  you  participate  in  the  activities  of  these 
organizations? 

'43.  If  you  attend  church,  v/hat  church,  and  where  located: 


"Thank  you  for  permitting  us  to  interview  you  etc."  Then  ask  permission 
to  interview  neighbors  and  ask  questions  about  their  feelings  and  rela- 
tionships with  the  pioneer  family. 
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